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JLc^ J?. Waite 



2905 Longshore Avenue 
Philadelphia, Pa* 19149 




Dear Mr* Weisberg: 



January 7, 1967 



Just got home from work (had off Friday, so I had to work Saturday) 

— and found your letter waiting* 

••;£o.c /•> ‘r- • f v w • r ••• »- , ' * ; •; . • 

Ever since I first saw you on New York television and then came 
to my present state of intense admiration of you for what you are doing,. I have 
sincerely wanted to be able to do Something that might be of help to you, regardless 
of how insignificant such help of mine might be* I have made several offers, but 
what I offered was not needed* 



±o >: , 



Nov/, you ask me to do a job which I would enjoy doing, very much 
©njoy - but I can’t - and I can’rfc tell you how distressed I am about i t* 

There is no question of my willingness, but the fact is that the 
26 volumes are not available to me at this time, and probably won*t be for some 
time * v; 



Six of the first volumes in the seri es dis apeared some time a ^cy 
and they have not turned back up. I asked my immediate 'boss (the library superin- 
tendant) what happened to them, and he told me that The Bulletin is doing a project 
• . on the Kennedy Assassination or ; the Warren Report, and it is top secret* He wouldn’t 
even tell me who the man is who took the volumes, but he did say that one man has 
been given the job of reading every single volume from cover to cover, and this man 
is the one who has the half-dozen missing volumes right now..*and when he finishes 
with those, he’ll begin on the next series. For that reason, I cannot borrow any 
volumes overnight, as I used to do. The fact that the first six books are not there 
would mean that in order for me to try to do what you suggested, I would have to 
begin at Volume L5 and work backwards# in the office after working hours. This 
would be fine with me, but I would never know when the next series of books would be 
.. requisitioned, you see. In other words, the work could not be done very orderly. 

Yet, I am still willing to do it, working backwards from Volume 15 - but the first 
six s volumes have been gone for some time - perhaps a month or six weeks already* 

By the time I worked back to there - if indeed I could get that far before the 
- volumes still on the shelves at this writing dlsapear - I would still have no idea 
when the first six would turn up. And, from your letter, I understand that you want 
this job done as soon as possible. 



I already feel indescribably bad - and embarrased, to boot - that the 
very first thing you have asked of me seems impossible; but I would feel even worse 
if I were to take on the job and then find I could not finish in time to meet your 
requirements, especially in view of the fact that you now have the opportunity of 
having those California students da it** 0 and if I could not finish, it might be too 
late to even have those students get it done on time after I might cause youa delay. 

I am really in the dumps over this - I’m severely disapointed that this first thing 
you’ve asked of me can’t be complied with. I wish I could tell you how badly I feel 
about it . 
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Yet£ if you want me to tak e a chance. I’ll be only too happy to start 
at Volume 15 and try to work back as far~~as Xcan. i’m more than willing, but I’m ’ 
reluctantly forced to admit that my own judgement ds that you’d be better off getting 
the students to do it, since evidentally they are sure of having the volumes available 



to them 
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The part of your letter where you said you would have given me credit 
for doing this in your next book also makes me feel bad - even worse than I already 
do feel. Not that I‘d be proud of accomplishing anything so trivial as such X2L a 
list * but because of the high honor I ’d feel at h aving my name associated publicly 
with your work. I’m sure I am not using the correct words to convey my meaning to 
you,, Mr. Weisberg - but what I am trying to say is that I am so proud of what you 
are, doing that j ust the thought of having my name in a publication by you i s almost 
a dream unthinkable^ I feeL some what like a school-child in saying this, but my 
admiration is real and genuine - especially in view of the fact that I. have read 
what the others have been writing - and this makes me doubly and triplely aware of 
your tremendous work. You are certainly not writing for money or for sensationalism. 
That is mar e than can be said of the others. You are writing in the -interests of 
truth, and if X should be ashamed of my admiration, I’m sorry — X just can’t control 
ft*- t 

I hope you will not feel too badly towards me for not being able to 
jump into the little job you suggested. If I had any control over the situation, I’d 
have done it immediately and with a sense of pride and honor that you had asked me. 
Please try to understand - you asked just at the time that my company decided to 
have someone study the books - which have been laying on the shelves unread all this 
time. And just when I might have helped you, they are gone. I’m truly sorry. 

As for Oswald being framed, I never doubted that. It has been obvious 
from the day he *was picked up in the Texas Theatre. My doubts are not about the 
frame-up. I agree with you that .thee e is no evidence upon which .a fair trial would 
have resulted in his conviction. You have proven that no one ever saw him with THAT 
rifle, and that no one saw him take any rifle into the TSBD Building. There can be 
no ,doubt that the Warren Report itself is one big frame-up. What my doubts DO concern 
is not whether he was framed, for I am sure of that. .But, whether he was (with others) 
actually guilty or not. In other words, I’m sure a fair jury : could not have fiound him 
guilty under the evidence** made public, but that fact doers not preclude the possibil- 
ity of his actual guilt - certainly not acting alone, but in conspiracy. I guess I did 
not frame my questions correctly in my lasts letters, but perhaps I have made my doubts 
more clear here. Eisenschiml, Roscoe, and a number of other apparently well-versed 
historians have either implied or said outright that the Government, through the 
Secretary of War, was responsible for Lincoln’s murder a hundred and two years ago. 

They seem to have proved it as far as cireumstancial evidence will allow (especially 
with the Surratt -(John, not the mother) story is concerned. Perhaps it is because of 
this that the people today are seemingly willing - some even anxious - to believe in 
a government plot in the Kennedy murder. If it could happen once it might happen again. 
President Johnson was accused in the Lincoln affair, and it was almost made an open 
issue during the impeachment proceedings. All this was becoming generally known just 
prior and just after the Kennedy assassination. I think this accounts in some way for 
people being willing to believe in such a government plot now. If it were not for 
what has been revealed and inferred about the Lincoln death, I think the average 
American would think that even a suggestion of government involvement in the latest 
assassination too ridiculous to even consider. But, with the facts and inferences 
of 100 years ago now public, such thoughts do not seem ridiculous at all, especially 
in view of the many attempts to draw parallells between the deaths of the two Presidents 
in so many different ways. 



I hope you are not too disapointed in me. 



Yours, 






